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Abstract 35 
 36 
Conservation status of hay meadows highly depends on their management. The main goal of this 37 
study was to assess the efficiency of different mowing regimes in maintenance of plant species 38 
richness and diversity of mesic hay meadows. The field experiment was carried out on a species 39 
rich, mesic hay meadow in Western Hungary. We evaluated the effects of four alternative types of 40 
management on the plant community after 7 years of continuous treatment: (1) mowing twice a 41 
year, typical traditional management, (2) mowing once a year in May, most practised currently by 42 
local farmers, (3) mowing once a year in September, often proposed for conservation management 43 
and (4) abandonment of mowing. Both cutting frequency and timing had significant effects on 44 
species richness and diversity of vegetation. Traditional mowing resulted in significantly higher 45 
number and higher diversity of vascular plant species than other mowing regimes. Mowing twice a 46 
year was the only efficient way to control the spread of the invasive Solidago gigantea, and mowing 47 
in September was more successful in it than mowing in May. We conclude that the traditional 48 
mowing regime is the most suitable to maintain botanical diversity of mesic hay meadows, however 49 
other regimes should also be considered if certain priority species are targeted by conservation. 50 
 51 
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Introduction 54 
Although the majority of recent mesic hay meadows have been formed by human deforestation 55 
and classified as semi-natural habitats, they harbour an outstanding diversity of plant and animal 56 
species (Veen et al. 2009; Hejcman et al. 2013). The maintenance of biodiversity in these secondary 57 
grasslands depends on their appropriate management and thus holds a high interest in conservation 58 
planning. In a global assessment, Uchida and Ushimaru (2014) demonstrated that highest plant and 59 
herbivore species richness can be reached by mowing twice per year, defined as intermediate 60 
mowing frequency by them. Other studies, however, could not reveal distinctive effect of timing 61 
and frequency of mowing on species richness (Oomes & Mooi 1981; Ilmarinen & Mikola 2009). 62 
Moreover, in a large variety of grasslands located in three regions of Germany, Socher et al. (2012) 63 
found a higher species richness in case of mowing once per year, than in case of mowing twice. 64 
Although it is known that European mesic hay meadows are seriously threatened by invasion of 65 
Solidago gigantea (Weber & Jacobs 2005) and regular mowing may be able to largely reduce its 66 
stands, only a little experimental evidence is available on this process.  67 
Due to the contradictory results of previous empirical studies, in spite of the long history of 68 
studies on meadow management for conservation, it is still not entirely clear how intensive mowing 69 
is necessary for maintaining the high species richness and diversity of Central European mesic hay 70 
meadows. To reveal consequences of different mowing regimes on the vegetation of mesic hay 71 
meadows, we set up a field experiment in the region of Őrség National Park (Western Hungary). 72 
We have chosen alternative management regimes that are either widely used and feasible, or are 73 
recommended by conservationists.  74 
The first alternative to be tested was traditional management. As we know from previous studies 75 
(Vörös 1986) and recent personal interviews with old farmers (Babai et al. 2015), in the area of 76 
Őrség National Park mesic hay meadows had been mown two times per year for centuries, first in 77 
May-June and then in August-September.  78 
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In the last few decades, mowing once a year became general in our study region (Hahn et al. 79 
2012).  Farmers typically manage a large number of widely scattered areas, therefore mowing twice 80 
a year is not always technically feasible or simply not profitable. Mowing twice a year is not 81 
encouraged by agri-environmental schemes either, since subsidies are already available for cutting 82 
once a year (Babai et al. 2015). As animal husbandry has dramatically declined since the 1980's, 83 
there is a surplus of hay meadows and there is no need for more intensive mowing. Since farmers 84 
optimise for the highest ratio of yield and effort, they most often choose mowing in early summer. 85 
Therefore, the second management scheme tested in our study was mowing once a year in May-86 
June. 87 
The third management alternative to be tested was mowing once a year in August-September. 88 
This way of grassland management is justified by the habitat requirements of numerous endangered 89 
animal species. Several previous studies have shown that some rare species would benefit from 90 
delayed first cut or only one late cut (Wakeham-Dawson & Smith 2000; Green 2002; Buri et al. 91 
2013; Kőrösi et al. 2014). Hence, local nature conservation regulations often allow only one 92 
mowing per year late in the season. 93 
The fourth management type was abandonment, which is a frequently observed phenomenon in 94 
Hungarian and other European farmlands. Although lack of management obviously leads to 95 
spontaneous afforestation of secondary grasslands in the long turn, it may have positive 96 
consequences in the short term, especially for certain invertebrates (e.g. Fenner & Palmer 1998; 97 
Cattin et al. 2003). 98 
From former experimental studies, rich knowledge is available about the effect of timing and 99 
frequency of mowing on restored grasslands that were fertilized or grazed before the experiment 100 
(Oomes & Mooi 1981; Bobbink & Willems 1993; Poptcheva et al. 2009). However, there is a lack 101 
of practical knowledge regarding optimal mowing strategies to maintain plant diversity of species 102 
rich meadows within real environmental and socio-economic conditions. Accordingly, the research 103 
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goals of this study were (1) to evaluate effects of different mowing regimes on plant species 104 
richness and diversity of mesic hay meadows in a medium term (7 years), (2) to determine 105 
correlations between invasive S. gigantea, management and species richness and (3) to provide 106 
practical recommendations for nature conservation. 107 
 108 
Materials and methods 109 
Study site 110 
The study site was a mesic hay meadow located next to the Slovenian-Hungarian border, in 111 
Őrség National Park, in the valley of Szentgyörgyvölgyi stream (N46.46°, E16.19°) (Figure 1). The 112 
vegetation of the area can be identified as an Alopecuro-Arrhenatheretum (Máthé & Kovács 1960) 113 
Soó 1971 grassland, which community (syntaxon) corresponds to Natura 2000 habitat type 6510 114 
“Lowland hay meadows” (European Commission 2013). Soil conditions can be characterised with 115 
rich alluvial sediments and slightly acidic pH (between pH H2O 5.3 and 5.8), and the groundwater 116 
table is usually close to the soil surface. The average annual temperature is 9.5 °C, and the average 117 
annual precipitation is about 800 mm (Dövényi 2010). The mean elevation is 210 m, but the surface 118 
gently slopes towards the stream with a nearly flat section in the middle. Parallel to the stream, 119 
there is no perceptible difference in elevation. The stream bordered by a 5 m wide and 15 m high 120 
alder grove flows approx. 10 m far from the experimental site. On the opposite, northern side, a dirt 121 
road can be found in a similar distance. The northern part of the study site is waterlogged for 122 
several months during the spring and autumn period, contrary to the southern, 20 m wide belt, 123 
where the 1.5 m deep running stream has an intense water suction effect. The specific heterogeneity 124 
in environmental conditions allows us to study the effect of various types of timing and intensity of 125 
mowing in more stressed (drier and shady) and more balanced conditions as well.  126 
Before 1990s, the study site was usually mown twice per year by local farmers and no chemicals 127 
or overseeding were applied. Until the 1960s the second aftergrass was even grazed. From the late 128 
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1990s a single mowing was carried out in June or July. Since 2002 the management of the area has 129 
been carried out by the Őrség National Park Directorate, using tractor driven RK-165 type drum 130 
mowers. Due to the unified management history and topographical conditions, the original 131 
vegetation of the area was quite similar before the onset of the experimental treatment in 2007. The 132 
initial similarity of vegetation was also shown by former studies (Kőrösi et al. 2014; Szépligeti et 133 
al. 2015) carried out on this study site.  134 
 135 
Experimental design and data collection 136 
The study site was divided into four adjacent 20 m × 80 m stripes, each assigned to one of the 137 
following management types (going from east to west): mowing once a year in May (henceforward 138 
May-mown), mowing once a year in September (September-mown), mowing twice a year in both 139 
May and September (twice-mown), and abandonment. Every treatment stripe was further split into 140 
four 20 m × 20 m plots (Figure 1). This experimental design was motivated by two main 141 
considerations: (1) the current mowing practice is normally implemented by large tractors, which 142 
need place to turn around and are not able to manage smaller patches (e.g. in a Latin square design); 143 
(2) treatment stripes placed perpendicular to the stream bordering our study site made it possible to 144 
control for the potential confounding effect of environmental stress factors suspected near the 145 
stream.  146 
For botanical survey, we placed 10 pieces of 2 m × 2 m sampling quadrats in all plots (n = 160 147 
quadrats) randomly. In each quadrat, we recorded (visually estimated) cover of every vascular plant 148 
species, with an accuracy of 1 percent. Below 1 percent, we used decimal precision. In all samples, 149 
we also measured mean height of S. gigantea with an accuracy of 1 cm. All data were collected by 150 
the same person in the second half of May 2014, before the first cut. 151 
 152 
Statistical analyses 153 
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We aimed to test the effects of different types of management on plant species richness, plant 154 
diversity and S. gigantea coverage. In models of plant species richness, management and S. 155 
gigantea cover were both included as explanatory variables. We also calculated Pearsons's 156 
correlation coefficients between mean height and coverage of S.gigantea, species richness and 157 
Shannon diversity index. 158 
Since environmental stress factors can seriously modify features of equally treated vegetation 159 
(Moeslund et al. 2013), we intended to control for them. Assuming the water suction effect of the 160 
Szentgyörgyvölgyi stream and the modifying effect of shading of alder grove, we used the distances 161 
of sampling quadrats from the stream as a proxy of environmental stress. This approach was 162 
justified by the fact that the proportion of drought-tolerant plant species (Borhidi 1995) was 163 
noticeably higher near the stream (Appendix 1). We used generalized linear models (GLM) with 164 
appropriate error distributions (Poisson distribution for species richness and normal distribution for 165 
species diversity) or general additive models (GAM). First, a full model was constructed including 166 
all predictors that we aimed to test and then an AICc-based model selection was performed 167 
(Burnham & Anderson 2002). Parameter estimates of the best models are presented (Table I). Note 168 
that we did not perform post-hoc tests for multiple comparisons, but repeatedly ran the model with 169 
the nominal variable 'management' re-levelled (see Appendix 2).  170 
Due to the spatial arrangement of the sampling plots, we had to take a possible spatial 171 
autocorrelation into account (Dormann et al. 2007). When significant spatial autocorrelation was 172 
revealed in model residuals by a Moran's I-test (Moran 1948), then we applied Moran eigenvector 173 
filtering to remove it (Dray et al. 2006; Griffith & Peres-Neto 2006). Neighbouring matrix was 174 
constructed using row-standardised spatial weights in 0-10 m distance (Bivand et al. 2009). 175 
All analyses were performed with R statistical software (version 3.1.2, R Core Team 2015) using 176 
packages 'mgcv' (Wood 2006), 'MuMIn' (Barton 2014) and 'spdep' (Bivand 2014). 177 
 178 
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Results 179 
Species richness was significantly influenced by management type, and there was no spatial 180 
autocorrelation in model residuals. Species richness was significantly higher in twice-mown plots 181 
than in other treatments. Furthermore, it was significantly higher in September-mown plots than in 182 
abandoned ones or May-mown ones (Table I, Figure 2). Although S. gigantea cover related to 183 
species richness negatively (see below), it did not show up in the best model (Table I). In the second 184 
best model, both management and S. gigantea cover were included, but the effect of the latter was 185 
not significant (results not shown). This means that S. gigantea cover was not significantly related 186 
to plant species richness within each management type separately (Figure3).  187 
Shannon diversity index was analysed by fitting a linear model, and then removing significant 188 
spatial autocorrelation from model residuals. Plant diversity was significantly influenced by the 189 
interaction between management and distance from the stream (Table I, Figure 4). Model output 190 
indicates that diversity at distance = 0 was significantly higher in twice-mown sampling quadrats 191 
than in quadrats in abandoned stripe, whereas it did not significantly differ from diversity in May- 192 
or September-mown plots. Interaction terms suggest that diversity in twice-mown plots 193 
significantly increased with distance from the stream. By re-levelling the model, we found that 194 
diversity also increased with distance in September-mown plots, although in a significantly smaller 195 
degree than in twice-mown plots. Such a relationship could not be observed in abandoned and May-196 
mown plots. Diversity was significantly higher in May-mown quadrats than in September-mown 197 
ones close to the stream, but this difference disappeared by increasing distance from the stream 198 
(Figure 4, Appendix 2). 199 
S. gigantea cover was close to zero in all of twice-mown plots, hence these plots were omitted 200 
from the analysis (to meet the assumption of homogeneity). According to the best GAM model, S. 201 
gigantea cover was significantly lower in September-mown plots than in May-mown and 202 
abandoned plots, but there was no significant difference between the two latter treatments. S. 203 
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gigantea cover increased in a significantly different and non-linear way with distance from stream 204 
in these three treatments (Figure 5).We found highly significant negative correlations between mean 205 
S. gigantea height and either species richness (r=–0.68, p<<0.001) or Shannon diversity (r=–0.58, 206 
p<<0.001). In these tests we included only those quadrats where S. gigantea was present. When all 207 
quadrats were included, correlations between S. gigantea cover and species richness (r=–0.40, 208 
p<<0.001) and Shannon diversity (r=–0.36, p<<0.001) were weaker, but still highly significant. 209 
 210 
Discussion 211 
Species richness and diversity 212 
Our results revealed that both frequency and timing of mowing had significant effects on species 213 
richness and diversity of vegetation. Mowing a meadow twice, in May and September, resulted in 214 
the highest species richness and diversity of plants, whereas both variables were lowest in 215 
abandoned plots, and intermediate in plots mown once either in May or in September. This outcome 216 
is consistent with other studies (Moog et al. 2002; Poptcheva et al. 2009; Házi et al. 2011) and 217 
suggests that meadows’ vegetation adapted to the management that have been applied through 218 
centuries in our study region, i.e. mowing first in May-June and the second in August-September 219 
(Babai et al. 2015). This result is also in accordance with a number of studies demonstrating that 220 
traditional management practices are the most suitable tools to maintain biological diversity of 221 
species rich grasslands (WallisDeVries et al. 2002; Schmitt & Rákosy 2007; Middleton 2012; Babai 222 
& Molnár 2014). However, they should be supported in agri-environmental schemes to avoid the 223 
risk of diversity loss and the increasing rate of land abandonment (Babai et al. 2015). Several 224 
studies showed an inverse relationship between biomass production and species richness on highly 225 
productive temperate secondary grasslands (Zobel & Liira 1997; Crawley et al. 2005; Hejcman et 226 
al. 2010; Kelemen et al. 2013), and pointed out that regular removal of biomass is necessary to 227 
maintain plant diversity (Köhler et al 2005; Ruprecht et al. 2009). The primary impact of mowing 228 
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twice a year on mesic hay meadows vegetation is the effective suppression of all dominant species, 229 
thereby providing space and light for less competitive species. Twice-mown, shorter sward allows 230 
more light to reach the ground surface than denser and taller sward of once-mown meadows (Jutila 231 
& Grace 2002). Furthermore, the amount of litter and nutrient replenishment of the soil is also 232 
reduced by more intensive mowing (Oelmann et al. 2009). These conditions together facilitate 233 
seedlings germination and development of less competitive plant species in twice-mown meadows 234 
(Bissels et al. 2006). 235 
 236 
Solidago gigantea 237 
Our results highlight that mowing two times per year is necessary to prevent effectively the 238 
invasion of S. gigantea. In plots infested by S. gigantea, many species were displaced owing to its 239 
shoot height and clonal, rhizomatous growth strategy (Prach & Pyšek 1999). This outcome explains 240 
the landscape-level expansion of S. gigantea and the retreat of characteristic meadow species due to 241 
land use changes, i.e. with the exchange from the traditional mowing frequency to mowing once a 242 
year and abandonment of mowing. Therefore more intensive mowing is necessary to stop invasion 243 
and to restore meadow vegetation, as proposed by Hartmann and Konold (1995). 244 
In cases when mowing twice a year is not feasible, our results suggest that late mowing is more 245 
efficient to prevent invasion of S. gigantea. In May-mown plots, S. gigantea started a vigorous 246 
vegetative spread after mowing and was able to continue it during the entire growing season. In 247 
September-mown plots, stands of S. gigantea grew thinner, although remained permanent. This 248 
result suggests that it is more sensitive to mowing during the flowering period when most nutrients 249 
are invested in sprout and florescence. Late mowing therefore weakens polycormons more 250 
efficiently. In addition, late mowing favours the spread of native competitor species. This is in 251 
agreement with findings of Meyer and Schmid (1999), which showed that shoot density of Solidago 252 
altissima is reduced by competition. 253 
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 255 
Recommendations for conservation 256 
Our results indicate that the highest botanical richness and diversity of mesic hay meadows can 257 
be reached by the traditional mowing frequency. Mowing regularly twice a year is necessary to 258 
prevent spreading of S. gigantea, and control native competitive species, which hinder the growth 259 
of many rare and less competitive species, often being of conservation importance. That means, 260 
reduced mowing intensity could not maintain diversity, not even in those regions, which are not 261 
threatened by invasion of S. gigantea. Mowing both in May and in September does not just 262 
correspond to traditional meadow management, but it provides both the highest quantity and quality 263 
of hay (Kun 2014). Therefore, it could be applied widespread in the region, though there are some 264 
counterarguments. First, mowing twice a year is not always feasible. For instance, there is often no 265 
need or no resource for the second cut or weather conditions make hay making difficult in 266 
September. Second, there are threatened species, such as Phengaris alcon butterfly and its host 267 
plant Gentiana pneumonanthe, or the ground-nesting bird Crex crex, which do not tolerate mowing 268 
in May or mowing twice a year. Moreover, some studies underlined that decreasing plant species 269 
richness of untreated spots is often combined with an increased diversity of the arthropod fauna 270 
(Southwood et al. 1979; Fenner & Palmer 1998; Cattin et al. 2003), which means that efforts to 271 
promote plant diversity can lead to reduced diversity of certain invertebrates. In addition, various 272 
types of timing and frequency of mowing have different effects on numerous individual plant 273 
species as well (Bissels et al. 2006; Leng et al. 2011). 274 
To overcome these problems, conservation goals must be clearly defined on each single site, and 275 
conservation efforts should be concentrated on most valuable grasslands. Mowing once a year in 276 
May-June could be applied on those meadows, where competitive species are already limited by 277 
some additional environmental stress (e.g. in xeromesophilous grasslands). Late mowing in August-278 
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September is recommended in those meadows, which harbour invertebrates or birds of conservation 279 
concern (Wakeham-Dawson & Smith 2000; Kőrösi et al. 2014); and which are invaded by S. 280 
gigantea but only one mowing per year is feasible. Alternatively, mosaic type mowing could be 281 
applied, by splitting the same meadow into twice and once mown parts, or leaving uncut refuge 282 
areas at every mowing. This mowing regime might be appropriate to maximize zoological and 283 
botanical values of mesic hay meadows (Fenner & Palmer 1998; Cizek et al. 2012; Kőrösi et al. 284 
2014). 285 
 286 
References 287 
Babai D, Molnár Zs. 2014. Small-scale traditional management of highly species-rich grasslands in 288 
the Carpathians. Agr Ecosyst Environ 182: 123–130.  289 
Babai D, Tóth A, Szentirmai I, Bíró M, Máté A, Demeter L, et al. 2015. Do conservation and agri-290 
environmental regulations support effectively traditional small-scale farming in East-Central 291 
European cultural landscapes? Biodivers Conserv 13: 3305–3327. 292 
Barton K. 2014. MuMIn: Multi-model inference. R package version 1.10.5. Available: 293 
http://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn. Accessed: Jul 2015 14. 294 
Bissels S, Donath TW, Hölzel N, Otte A. 2006. Effects of different mowing regimes on seedling 295 
recruitment in alluvial grasslands. Basic Appl Ecol 7: 433–442. 296 
Bivand R. 2014. spdep: Spatial dependence: weighting schemes, statistics and models. R package 297 
version 0.5-74. Available: http://CRAN.R-project.org/package=spdepAccessed: Aug 2015 18. 298 
Bivand R, Pebesma EJ, Gómez-Rubio V. 2009. Applied spatial data analysis with R. New York: 299 
Springer. 300 
Bobbink R, Willems JH. 1993. Restoration management of abandoned chalk grassland in the 301 
Netherlands. Biodivers Conserv2: 616–626. 302 
 14 
 
Borhidi A. 1995. Social behaviour types, the naturalness and relative ecological indicator values of 303 
the higher plants in the Hungarian Flora. Acta Bot Hung39 (1–2):97–181. 304 
Buri P, Arlettaz R, Humbert JY. 2013. Delaying mowing and leaving uncut refuges boosts 305 
orthopterans in extensively manage meadows: Evidence drawn from field-scale experimentation. 306 
Agr Ecosyst Environ 181: 22–30. 307 
Burnham KP, Anderson DR. 2002. Model selection and multimodel inference. New York: Springer. 308 
Cattin MF, Blandenier G, Banašek-Richter C, Bersier LF. 2003. The impact of mowing as a 309 
management strategy for wet meadows on spider (Araneae) communities. Biol Conserv 113: 310 
179–188. 311 
Cizek O, Zamecnik J, Tropek R, Kocarek P, Konvicka M. 2012. Diversification of mowing regimes 312 
increases arthropods diversity in species-poor cultural hay meadows. J Insect Conserv 16: 215–313 
226. 314 
Crawley MJ, Johnston AE, Silvertown J, Dodd M, de Mazancourt C, Heard MS, et al. 2005. 315 
Determinants of species richness in the Park Grass Experiment. Am Nat 165: 179–192. 316 
Dormann CF, McPherson JM, Araujo MB, Bivand R, Bolliger J, Carl G, et al. 2007. Methods to 317 
account for spatial autocorrelation in the analysis of species distributional data: a review. 318 
Ecography 30: 609–628. 319 
Dövényi Z. 2010. Magyarország Kistájainak Katasztere. Budapest: MTA Földrajztudományi 320 
Kutatóintézet. 321 
Dray S, Legendre P, Peres-Neto PR. 2006. Spatial modelling: a comprehensive framework for 322 
principle coordinate analysis of neighbour matrices (PCNM). Ecol Model 196: 483–493. 323 
European Comission, DG Environment. 2013. Interpretation manual of European Union Habitats. 324 
Available: 325 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/legislation/habitatsdirective/docs/Int_Manual_EU28.pdf 326 
Accessed: Apr 2016 15. 327 
 15 
 
Fenner M, Palmer L. 1998. Grassland management to promote biodiversity: creation of a patchy 328 
sward by mowing and fertiliser regimes. Field Stud 9: 313–324. 329 
Green RE. 2002. Corncrakes, conservation management and agri-environment schemes. Asp Appl 330 
Biol 67: 189. 331 
Griffith DA, Peres-Neto PR. 2006. Spatial modelling in ecology: the flexibility of eigenfunction 332 
spatial analyses. Ecology 87: 2603–2613. 333 
Hahn A, Konkoly-Gyuró É, Völler S, Balázs P, Torkar G, Burnet JE. 2012. Perception of landscape 334 
changes in three trans-boundary focus areas – based on oral history surveys with local 335 
inhabitants, stakeholders and experts. Trans EcoNet WP6: Identities and Strategies Action 6.1., 336 
Sopron: University of West Hungary. 337 
Hartmann E, Konold W. 1995. Späte und Kanadische Goldrute (Solidago gigantea et canadensis): 338 
Ursachen und Problematik ihrer Ausbreitung sowie Möglichkeiten ihrer Zurückdrängung. In: 339 
Böcker R, Konold W, Schmid-Fischer S, editors. Gebietsfremde Pflanzenarten. Auswirkungen 340 
auf einheimische Arten, Lebensgemeinschaften und Biotope. Kontrollmöglichkeiten und 341 
Management. Landsberg: Ecomed. pp. 93–104. 342 
Házi J, Bartha S, Szentes Sz, Wichmann B, Penksza K. 2011. Seminatural grassland management 343 
by mowing of Calamagrostis epigejos in Hungary. Plant Biosyst 145: 699–707. 344 
Hejcman M, Češkova M, Schellberg J, Pätzold S. 2010. The Rengen Grassland Experiment: effect 345 
of soil chemical properties on biomass production, plant species composition and species 346 
richness. Folia Geobot 45: 125–142. 347 
Hejcman M, Hejcmanová P, Pavlů V, Beneš J. 2013. Origin and history of grasslands in Central 348 
Europe – a review. Grass Forage Sci 68: 345–363. 349 
Ilmarinen K, Mikola J. 2009. Soil feedback does not explain mowing effects on vegetation structure 350 
in a semi-natural grassland. Acta Oecol 35: 838–848. 351 
 16 
 
Jutila HM, Grace JB. 2002. Effects of disturbance on germination and seedling establishment in a 352 
coastal prairie grassland: a test of the competitive release hypothesis. J Ecol 90: 291–302. 353 
Kelemen A, Török P, Valkó O, Miglécz T, Tóthmérész B. 2013. Mechanisms shaping plant 354 
biomass and species richness: plant strategies and litter effect in alkali and loess grasslands. J 355 
Veg Sci 24: 1195–1203. 356 
Köhler B, Gigon A, Edwards PJ, Krusi B, Langenauer R, Lüscher A, et al. 2005. Changes in the 357 
species composition and conservation value of limestone grasslands in Northern Switzerland 358 
after 22 years of contrasting managements. Perspect Plant Ecol 7: 51–67. 359 
Kőrösi Á, Szentirmai I, Batáry P, Kövér S, Örvössy N, Peregovits L. 2014. Effects of timing and 360 
frequency of mowing on the threatened scarce large blue butterfly – A fine-scale experiment. 361 
Agr Ecosyst Environ 196: 24–33. 362 
Kun R. 2014. Kaszálási módok hatásának vizsgálata egy őrségi mocsárréten a mikrocönológia 363 
módszerével. Szakdolgozat. Gödöllő:  Szent István Egyetem, Mezőgazdaság- és 364 
Környezettudományi Kar. 365 
Leng X, Musters CJM, de Snoo GR. 2011. Effects of mowing date of the opportunities of seed 366 
dispersal of ditch bank plant species under different management regimes. J Nat Conserv19: 367 
166–174. 368 
Meyer A,Schmid B. 1999. Experimental demography of the old-field perennial Solidago altissima: 369 
the dynamics of the shoot population. J Ecol 87: 17–27. 370 
Middleton BA. 2012. Rediscovering traditional vegetation management in preserves: Trading 371 
experiences between cultures and continents. Biol Conserv 158: 271–279 372 
Moog D, Poschlod P, Kahmen S, Schreiber K-F. 2002. Comparison of species composition between 373 
different grassland management treatments after 25 years. Appl Veg Sci 5: 99–106. 374 
 17 
 
Moeslund JE, Arge L, Bøcher PK, Dalgaard T, Ejrnæs R, Odgaard MV, Svenning J-C. 2013. 375 
Topographically controlled soil moisture drives plant diversity patterns within grasslands. 376 
Biodivers Conserv 22: 2151–2166. 377 
Moran PAP. 1948. The interpretation of statistical maps. J R Stat Soc, Series B 10: (2) 243–251.  378 
Oelmann Y, Broll G, Hölzel N, Kleinebecker T, Vogel A, Schwartze P. 2009. Nutrient 379 
impoverishment and limitation of productivity after 20 years of conservation management in wet 380 
grasslands of north-western Germany. Biol Conserv 142: 2941–2948. 381 
Oomes MJM, Mooi H. 1981. The effect of cutting and fertilizing on the floristic composition and 382 
production of an Arrhenatherion elatioris grassland. Vegetatio 47: 233–239. 383 
Poptcheva K, Schwartze P, Vogel A, Kleinebecke T, Hölzel N. 2009. Changes in wet meadow 384 
vegetation after 20 years of different management in a field experiment (North-West Germany). 385 
Agr Ecosyst Environ134: 108–114. 386 
Prach K, Pyšek P. 1999. How do species dominating in succession differ from the others? J Veg Sci 387 
10: 383–392. 388 
R Core Team. 2015. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. Vienna: R 389 
Foundation for Statistical Computing. 390 
Ruprecht E, Szabó A, Enyedi MZ, Dengler J. 2009. Steppe-like grasslands in Transylvania 391 
(Romania): characterisation and influence of management on species diversity and composition. 392 
Tuexenia 29: 353–368. 393 
Schmitt T, Rákosy L. 2007. Changes of traditional agrarian landscapes and their conservation 394 
implications: a case study of butterflies in Romania. Divers Distrib 13:855–862. 395 
Socher S, Prati D, Boch S, Müller J, Klaus VH, Hölzel N, et al. 2012. Direct and productivity-396 
mediated indirect effects of fertilization, mowing and grazing on grassland species richness. J 397 
Ecol 100: 1391–1399. 398 
 18 
 
Southwood TRE, Brown VK, Reader PM. 1979. The relationships of plant and insect diversities in 399 
succession. Biol J Lin Soc 12: 327–348. 400 
Szépligeti M, Kun R, Bartha S, Bodonczi L, Szentirmai I. 2015. Experience gained from the control 401 
of giant goldenrod in the Őrség National Park. In: Csiszár Á, Korda M, editors. Practical 402 
experiences in invasive alien plant control. Rosalia Handbooks 3. Budapest: Duna-Ipoly National 403 
Park Directorate. pp. 131-135.  Available: http://www.dunaipoly.hu/hu/kiadvanyaink/25-rosalia-404 
handbooks-3-practical-experiences-in-invasive-alien-plant-control/fileAccessed: Aug 2015 21. 405 
Uchida K, Ushimaru A. 2014. Biodiversity declines due to abandonment and intensification of 406 
agricultural lands: patterns and mechanisms. Ecol Monogr 84: 637–658. 407 
Veen P, Jefferson R, de Smidt J, van der Straaten J, editors. 2009. Grasslands in Europe of High 408 
Nature Value. Den Haag: KNNV Publishing. 409 
Vörös A. 1986. Az őrségi gazdálkodás az úrbérrendezéstől a XX. század elejéig. In: Kiss M, editor. 410 
Vas megye múltjából. Levéltári évkönyv III. Szombathely: Vas Megyei Levéltár. pp. 217–236. 411 
Available: http://library.hungaricana.hu/hu/view/VASM_Le_03/?pg=219&layout=sAccessed: Nov 412 
2015 11. 413 
Wakeham-Dawson A, Smith KW. 2000. Birds and lowland grassland management practices in the 414 
UK: an overview. Ecology and Conservation of Lowland Farmland Birds. Spring Conference of 415 
the British Ornithologists' Union, 27-28 March 1999, Southampton, UK. pp. 77–88. Available: 416 
http://conservationevidence.com/individual-study/3066Accessed: Okt 2015 10. 417 
WallisDeVries MF, Poschlod P, Willems JH. 2002. Challenges for the conservation of calcareous 418 
grasslands in northwestern Europe: integrating the requirements of flora and fauna. Biol Conserv 419 
265–273. 420 
Weber E, Jacobs G. 2005. Biological flora of Central Europe –Solidago gigantea (Aiton). Flora 200: 421 
109–118. 422 
 19 
 
Wood SN. 2006. Generalized Additive Models: An Introduction with R. Boca Raton: Chapman & 423 
Hall/CRC.  424 
Zobel K, Liira J. 1997. A scale-independent approach to the richness vs biomass relationship in 425 
ground-layer plant communities. Oikos 80: 325–332. 426 
 20 
 
Appendix 1 427 
Mean moisture indicator values (Borhidi 1995) of plant species weighted with cover. Higher values 428 
indicate higher water demands. 429 
 Row Nr. MS M S A 
road 1 5.48 7.1 7.06 6.18 
 
 2 6.18 6.56 6.79 7.18 
 3 5.59 5.46 5.87 6.09 
stream 4 4.65 4.78 4.98 4.76 
 430 
Appendix 2 431 
Parameter estimates of best models for each response variable with management as a nominal 432 
variable re-levelled. Re-levelled models are identical; re-levelling shows pairwise differences 433 
between management types without multiple comparisons. Significant terms are in bold. "d" means 434 
distance from the stream. 435 
Response variable Predictors Estimate (±SE) p-value 
Species richness 
mowing in May & Sept (intercept) 3.59 (±0.026) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.399 (±0.042) << 0.001 
mowing in May -0.317 (±0.041) << 0.001 
mowing in Sept -0.186 (±0.039) << 0.001 
abandoned (intercept) 3.19 (±0.032) << 0.001 
mowing in May 0.082 (±0.045) 0.065 
mowing in May & Sept 0.399 (±0.042) << 0.001 
mowing in Sept 0.213 (±0.043) << 0.001 
mowing in May (intercept) 3.27 (±0.031) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.082 (±0.045) 0.065 
mowing in May & Sept 0.317 (±0.041) << 0.001 
mowing in Sept 0.131 (±0.042) 0.002 
mowing in Sept (intercept) 3.40 (±0.029) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.213 (±0.043) << 0.001 
mowing in May -0.131 (±0.042) 0.002 
mowing in May & Sept 0.186 (±0.039) << 0.001 
Shannon index 
mowing in May & Sept (intercept) 1.86 (±0.081) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.263 (± 0.114) 0.022 
mowing in May 0.135 (±0.111) 0.226 
mowing in Sept -0.219 (±0.121) 0.071 
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d: May-Sept 0.013 (±0.002) << 0.001 
d: abandoned -0.013 (±0.002) << 0.001 
d: May -0.011 (±0.002) << 0.001 
d: Sept -0.009 (±0.002) < 0.001 
abandoned (intercept) 1.60 (±0.078) << 0.001 
mowing in May 0.398 (± 0.112) < 0.001 
mowing in May & Sept 0.263 (±0.114) 0.022 
mowing in Sept 0.044 (±0.111) 0.692 
d: abandoned -0.001 (±0.002) 0.612 
d: May 0.002 (±0.002) 0.335 
d: May-Sept 0.013 (±0.002) << 0.001 
d: Sept 0.005 (±0.002) 0.061 
mowing in May (intercept) 1.99 (±0.079) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.398 (± 0.112) < 0.001 
mowing in May & Sept -0.135 (±0.111) 0.226 
mowing in Sept -0.355 (±0.116) 0.003 
d: May 0.002 (±0.002) 0.392 
d: abandoned -0.002 (±0.002) 0.335 
d: May-Sept 0.011 (±0.002) << 0.001 
d: Sept 0.002 (±0.002) 0.353 
mowing in Sept (intercept) 1.64 (±0.082) << 0.001 
abandoned -0.044 (±0.111) 0.692 
mowing in May 0.355 (±0.116) 0.003 
mowing in May & Sept 0.219 (±0.121) 0.071 
d: Sept 0.004 (±0.002) 0.032 
d: abandoned -0.005 (±0.002) 0.061 
d: May -0.002 (±0.002) 0.353 
d: May-Sept 0.009 (±0.002) < 0.001 
S. gigantea coverage 
abandoned (intercept) 46.96 (± 4.13) << 0.001 
mowing in May -9.50 (± 5.84) 0.107 
mowing in Sept -22.18 (± 5.84) << 0.001 
mowing in May (intercept) 37.47 (± 4.13) << 0.001 
abandoned 9.50 (± 5.84) 0.107 
mowing in Sept -12.68 (± 5.84) 0.032 
mowing in Sept (intercept) 24.79 (± 4.13) << 0.001 
abandoned 22.18 (± 5.84) < 0.001 
mowing in May 12.68 (± 5.84) 0.032 
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Table I. Estimates of best models for each response variable. Mowing in May and September was 436 
the reference level of management (intercept in GLMs and GAMs). 'd' denotes distance from the 437 
stream. Significant terms are in bold. 438 
 439 
 440 
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Figure captions 441 
 442 
 443 
Figure 1. Location of study site, and the experimental design. Codes of treatment bands: A – 444 
abandoned, MS – mown in May and September, S – mown in September, M – mown in May. 445 
White: grassland; dark gray: woodland; light gray: plough land; streaked: built-in area; dark gray 446 
line: road; black line: stream 447 
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 448 
Figure 2. Mean species richness in each management type. Error bars indicate 95% confidence 449 
intervals. Letters indicate significant differences. 450 
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 451 
Figure 3. Relationship between species richness and coverage of Solidago gigantea in each 452 
management type. 453 
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 454 
Figure 4. Relationship between Shannon's diversity index and distance from stream in each 455 
management type. Lines represent regression slopes. 456 
 457 
Figure 5. Relationship between Solidago gigantea coverage and distance from the stream. 458 
Estimated smoothing curves (thin plate regression splines) with point-wise 95% confidence bands 459 
and observed values in three treatments. 460 
 461 
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